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PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO TEVA'S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 

Defendant Teva's attempt to block its deposition by securing a protective order is the 

most remarkable effort by a defendant to date. Teva argues that since it has not responded to any 

of plaintiffs discovery, even though some of the discovery rcquests have been outstanding for 

over a year-not one interrogatory answered, not one document produced-it should be 

rewarded by having its deposition delayed to some indefinite future date. A ruling for Teva on 

this basis obviously will only encourage foot dragging in discovery. 

Teva Has No Legitimate Excuse for Its Discovery Delays to Date. 

Other than a proposed document dump of material Teva produced to Florida, which 

plaintiff rejected as inappropriate and unresponsive, Teva has unilaterally opted out of the 

discovery process. It has responded to not a single aspect of plaintiffs outstanding discovery. 

No real excuse for this conduct apparently exists. Certainly the three reasons advanced for 

Teva's lack of discovery participation provide no real justification. 

The first of these is that Teva has worked hard to compile 186,000 documents totaling 

well over 300,000 pages. Who these documents are for is unclear, and Teva makes no attempt to 






































